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his. Hina king, editor 
Book World 
The Washington Post 
1150 Vj at., I1W 

Washington, D.C. 20071 

Dear l'is. king, 

after reading kory quirk's atrocious, incompetent, stupid and hurtful review of 
hark Lane's most recent adventure in self-glorification I thought back over 78 years and 
could not remember a more overtly dishonest book,, 

x hin review is hurtful because it is grossly unfair to the Old and because it once 
again misleads and misinforms readers at a tine when it serves to promote this coning 
week's most monumental disinformation about the Jilt assassination, the Oliver J tone ex- 
loitation and commercialization of that great tragedy. 

Assignment of this review should have suggested the need to have it done by someone 
with at least a smidgeon of knowledge of the subject matter and if any thought at ail had 
been given to Lane's record you'd have realized tliat more than slight knowledge was re- 
quired. There are few more successful liars in public life than £ane and few who have 
so successfully commercialized their lies. i his book is merely the most recent illustration. 

II this seems strong to you, feel free to give copies to Lane and to Wuirk. I am 
sending one to the Post's subject-matter expert, CjeoTgQ Lardner . 

How a lawyer, which -‘•uirk is, could read as long and as detailed a book about, osten- 
sibly, a lawsuit, see such length^uotations , page after page of what as a lawyer he shoud 
have known was irrelevant in that lawsuit, yet not see a word of quotation of the judge's 
charge to the jury or of the legal issue involved and then without question quote Lane's 
fabrication of that issue, assuming then what it is never safe to assume with •‘■‘ane, that 
anything he quotes is entirely authentic, the opinion of one juror that it was /because 
"The CIa had killed President Kennedy," is beyond me. 

This was a libel suit and nothing else. There was no other question before the court 
or for the jury to decide. I Can you guess why the charge was omitted now?). The decision 
of the jury, in the word's of the AP's 2/7/05 report a3 it appeared in our local paper, 
is that A^unt "was not libelled." 

The case was decided on the absence of proof of "malice" by liunt and Ms lawyers. The 
story was based on identified sources, no matter how wrong it was, as the publisher admit- 
ted, but there was no proof of the requirement, of malice, and this alone was before the 
jury regardless of what ^ane says and as any lawyer should liave known. 

How ignorant Quirk is of Ms own environment (and may I suggest how careless the edit- 
ing) he accepts Lane's incorrect description of Spotlight, the notoriously anti-Semitic 
newspaper of the most extreme fringe of the radical right as merely "a small newsletter." 

Uniy gross subject-matter ignorance can account for Quirk's swallowing of Lane's fiction, 
that the inherently incredible fairy tales by ilar^a Lorenz originated with the iiouse 
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iy=©«±a- Uommittee on Assassinations when in fact they originated <bn the supernarket and 
other tabloid press - and were throughly discredited and disproves 

tod this was Lane's alleged "proof" that the Ola killed JEK! 

Your lawyer/reviewer, knwoing frou the book that £ane attributed this to testimony 
before the HEX! A, had no question about the fact that it did not (Credit Lorenz's inventions? 

toirk flaunts his ignorance in concluding that he "is left with a respect for Lane's 
decades-long doggedness in pursuit of his theory..." 

Had quirk any sub jecf -matter knowledge or consulted those who have -it he would liave 
known that this is a fiction nan/jified by the grossest and most obvious of lies. 

He does not question -^ane s lie, also used in the ad you carried for the book, that 
his Hush to Judgement" was the first book on the Warren Commission, '‘onths before it 
appeared the Post had a page-one story across tile entire top of the front page (l tliink 
Memorial Lay, 1‘J66) on two books one of which, ray first, had already been published, the 
other published a month later, both not only obviously before Sane's but he cribbed from 
both in his ! 

Lane also pretends that it is he who brought to light those originally-withheld 
government records . Ho refers to hauling "truckloads" of them away from the Fltf building, 
toy lawyer at all familiar with u'OIa litigation knows this is a very big lie, as I'm 
sure u eorge Gardner will confirm to you. 

any perceptive reviewer, having read theses repeated claims to iiave brought all 
those records, more than the quarter of a nillion ^agcy/t got by about 10 I’OlA suits, 
should have wondered why in so long and detailed a book not a si ngle^Sft^^is cited to any 
identifiable record. Hone are quoted from the papers and one is qhoted from a published 
source with the pretense that the record itself is cited. this is a meaningless citation 
Sf katzenbaoh to Moyers memo" of 11/25/63. Mad it come from either the department of 
Justice or the Pill's files he claims to iiave gotten he'd liave cited their file numbers. 

I do not remember a single such citation in the entire book yet quirk had no questions 
about this ur m the face of "ane's claims and did not even begin to suspect that Lane was 
lying again? 

ior your information -toe s first book was dated before it appeared, its fame rests 
on the publisher’s willingness to promote it at great cost and line's considerable promo- 
tional sJcills. In nither tha~ book nor any since then has -^ane broggh, to light any sigQ 
nificant fact about either the JFK. assassination or its official investigations. Perhaps 
it is aslaj|ig too much to expect a reviewer to be aware of these truths but it is not asking 
too uuSftto be able to see in even -ane's version of the nor^nz "testimony" by proxy at 
that that this hardly justifies Quirk's words, "lane is forced to jump forward and back in 
time to pull the strands of the story together. Generally, he succeeds..,." 



There is more but I tliink no more is necessary for you to see that you have; in ■ 

/posed upon the trust of your readers and promoted by stupidity, ignorance and incompetence 
a wretchedly bad, dishonest, misleading and misinforming book by one of the most notor- 

* O y ' 

10U5 Oi the exploiter's and cmmercializers of the Ttagic assassinations. 

Because yours is a respected publication of wide distribution, especially among 
some of the more; important and influential people, the harm and damage you have done is 
magnified because of how you will have influenced them. 

I would like to believe that you willWant to make some effort to correct and relieve 
what you have done but unless you were to depart from the norm and from practise, as with 
a mea cujjla article (which ^ do not ask for) I do not see how you can now undo what you 
have done. I do tliink mors; careful exercise of editorial responsibility would have elimi- 
nated it, but that also cannot be undone. 

It anyone is interested , ass I have with many other bail assassination books, which 
most are, I've annotated this one for the historical re cord. with an illegible handwriting 
and not being able to sit and write at a desk -*• do not know that I can read all I wrote 
on the book but if you want .anyone to exnine this I'll make it available. 

I also want to make t(l clear that j. am not seeking any public attention for myself 
in writing you and expect none. 


Something else that should have prompted even a college fresshnan to have questions and 
doubts, here you have Lane boasting, with total dishonesty, I interject, that he alone, 
Horatio at the bridge an he always is, along with ^ick firing, having- alone and unsassited 
gotten "truckloads" of i ■'81 records alone*, and wliat does he have in his appendix? Only very 
dated self -promotion , all previously published. Ho question about why he did not publish 
a single one of thjhundreds of thousands of pages he claims to have rescued from official 
oblivion? 

If you question any tiling I say may I suggest that you ask Gardner if I err or exagger- 


ate? 


liua sorry for what you have done, as - hope you also will be. 

Sincerely, 

Hdrold Wfiisberg 
7627 Old iieceiver load 
Frederick, ikl. 2-701 



